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practical effect of abolishing the exclusionary rule established in Mapp v. Ohio5 -would be to eliminate the Fourth Amendment. 6 Why has Kamisar been so influential? His meticulous scholarship, his precise analysis, and his passionate advocacy are all significant. But most important, perhaps, is simply the power of his writing. Prior to the Court's Miranda decision, other scholars commented on the disparity between the rights afforded suspects at trial and during pretrial interrogation. But by using his vivid "gatehouses and mansions" metaphor, Kamisar described this disparity in a way that gave it an immediacy it had previously lacked:
The courtroom is a splendid place where defense attorneys bellow and strut and prosecuting attorneys are hemmed in at many turns. But what happens before an accused reaches the safety and enjoys the comfort of this veritable mansion? Ah, there's the rub. Typically he must pass through a much less pretentious edifice, a police station with bare back rooms and locked doors.
In this "gatehouse" of American criminal procedure ... the enemy of the state is a depersonalized "subject" to be "sized up" and subjected to "interrogation tactics and techniques most appropriate for the occasion":
he is "game" to be stalked and cornered. Here ideals are checked at the door; "realities" faced and the prestige of law enforcement vindicated.7 
